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THE STORY BEHIND 
BIRCH SOCIETY ATTACKS 


Militant, informed anti-Communists were not surprised when an attack was made a few weeks 
ago upon the John Birch Society. Ever since the days of Martin Dies and Joe McCarthy anyone ef- 
fectively exposing Communism has been the subject of malicious smear attacks. It is significant that 
the John Birch attacks originated on the West Coast since this area has been the scene of Commun- 
ist oriented outbreaks for the past several years. It is no secret that known Communists are welcomed 
to the campus of the University of California and are given full reign to spread their lies and distor- 
tions — even over the protests of numerous civic groups and citizen committees. 


Senator Thomas H. Kuchel, Rep. Calif., denounced the Society in the Senate and called for 
an investigation into the activities of the group. At the same time, Representative Harry S. Reuss, 
Dem. Wis., asked Francis Walter, Chairman of the House Committee on Un-American Activities, to 
authorize a probe by his committee. Such an investigation evidently is not within the specific scope 
of the HCUA. 


CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATION WELCOMED 


Perhaps the most quoted member of the John Birch Society in the recent dispute is Rep. Edgar 
W. Hiestand, R. Calif., who said that the Society would welcome an investigation of their activities by 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities. In an interview recorded in the Tulsa World, March 
31, 1961, Rep. Hiestand said that such an investigation would help dispel charges that the society is 
“a dictatorial, fascist” organization. Hiestand also urged critics ‘“‘to not sound off before they have all 
the facts.” In view of the misrepresentations and whitewash given Fidel Castro and his corrupt Com- 
munist regime a few years ago, started by newspaperman Herbert Matthews and parroted by the bulk 
of the nation’s press, this might be advice to seriously consider. 


It seems unlikely that an investigation would be forthcoming however. Critics in Amarillo 
urged John Birch volunteer co-ordinator Brig. General (Ret.) William L. Lee to prove charges that 
the National Council of Churches had been infiltrated by Communists. The overwhelming, documented 
proof of the charges presented by Gen. Lee, and printed in the Amarillo Globe-Times, brought to 





the public’s attention little-known facts concerning 
Communist sympathies and connections of many of the 
National Council of Churches leaders. It will be re- 
membered that the HCUA offered the NCC an oppor- 
tunity to present facts refuting charges against them 
made by the HCUA but that challenge was never ac- 
cepted. The John Birch Society, having nothing to hide 
and welcoming the occasion to break through the news 
blackout, would invite such an investigation knowing 
that long supressed facts would finally be made a mat- 
ter of public record. 


STRANGE WAYS TO FIGHT COMMUNISM 


The Tulsa World, April 7, 1961, quoted Attorney 
General Robert F. Kennedy as saying that he feels “the 
conservative John Birch Society has done more to 
hinder the fight against Communism than to help it.” 
He further called the Society “ridiculous” and “humor- 
ous.” “It makes no contribution in my estimation to 
the fight against Communism” he said, “If anything, 
it is a hindrance.” 


Mr. Kennedy has his own method of fighting Com- 
munism. His tactics were employed a few weeks ago 
when he ordered the dismissal of the indictments against 
two men charged with spying against the United States. 
Igor Yakovlevich Melkh, a Russian delegate to the 
U.N., and Willie Hirsch, an assistant, faced 25 year 
sentences for their illegal activities. But the President's 
brother, wishing to fight Communism through appease- 
ment and concession, thought it better to drop the 
charges. If this is the best way to fight Communism, 
it’s no wonder the John Birch activities seem “ridicu- 
lous” to him. 


One of the charges against Robert Welch, retired 
candy maker and head of the John Birch Society, is 
that he had written that former President Eisenhower 
and top members of his administration were tools of 
the Communists. This is denied by Welch who said, “I 
have never had that opinion. I never thought it then 
with firmness enough to publish it or to say it in public 
and I don’t today.” 


Col. Lawrence Bunker, a director of the Birch So- 
ciety, cleared up the misapprehensions in regard to the 
statement when he said in a CBS radio interview: 

“The article, or the letter, which has been 
widely quoted about Dwight D. Eisenhower, was 
written by Mr. Welch long before the society was 
organized. It was circulated confidentially to a 
very limited number of people. 


“It was never intended for publication and 
has not become a part of the society’s documents 
or publications, as far as I know.” 


AMPLE GROUNDS FOR BIRCH CHARGES 


Another charge against the Society is the move to 
bring about the impeachment of Supreme Court Chief 
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Justice Earl. Warren. While lashing out against the 
“irresponsible” and “miserable” charges supposedly 
made by Mr. Welch, the news media conveniently ne. 
glected to print the evidence presented by the Society’ 
founder as the basis for his charges. The Independen 
American, a national conservative newspaper, has out: 
lined the pro-Communist rulings of Mr. Earl Warren, 
In 39 cases involving Communism, which received 
action by the Supreme Court between 1953 and 195§ 
the Chief Justice voted 36 times in favor of the Com 
munists. The Independent American outlined a few of 
the cases as follows: 


Chief Justice Earl Warren voted with the 7 
majority of the Supreme Court and thus nulli- 
fied the subversive control laws of 41 States, ~ 
Therefore, Communists can now plot to take — 
over your State by force and violence. (Nelson 
vs. Pennsylvania, 1956) 


Chief Justice Earl Warren voted with the 
majority of the Supreme Court and thus nulli- 7 
field State Laws and Bar Association regulations ~ 
regarding who can be admitted to practicing ~ 
law. Therefore, Communists may be practicing ~ 
law in your State for the benefit of the Inter. © 
national Communist Conspiracy. (Schware vs. — 


New Mexico, 1957 ) 


Chief Justice Earl Warren voted with the © 
majority in the Slochower case, with the result ~ 
that State and City governments cannot question © 
a teacher about his known association with Com- ~ 
munist Party members. Thus, though you pay 
taxes to support our schools, you cannot control — 
the employment of subversives who would teach — 
your children. (Slochower vs. Board of Educa- — 
tion, 1956) 


Chief Justice Earl Warren voted with the © 
majority in the Watkins case, which restricted > 
investigating committees of the House and Sen- ~ 
ate by saying that your elected representatives ~ 
could not inquire into the extent of Communist ~ 
activities of identified Communists. Communists © 
have been set free to carry out their plans to — 
take over the Unted States. (Watkins vs. the 
United States, 1957) 


Chief Justice Warren and the Supreme 
Court have ruled that it is legal to advocate and — 
teach and conspire with others for the over- 
throw of the government of the U. S. by force © 
and violence so long as the future date of the 
revolution is not fixed and thus remains “in- 
definate.” (Yates, et al vs. U.S., 1958) 


IS THIS “GOOD BEHAVIOR?” 


These are only a few of the decisions of th 
“Warren” court which aided and abetted the enemy 6 
the U.S., the International Communist conspiracy. Iti 
little wonder that many of these decisions have bee 
hailed on the pages of the Communist newspapers, th 
Worker and the Daily Worker. 


(See “BIRCH SOCIETY” Page 7) 
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An impartial analysis of political, economic and military events in the critical 
areas of the world, derived from confidential sources, with emphasis on facts 
that have not been made fully public. Editor: Major General C. A. Willoughby, 


U.S.A. Ret. MacArthur's Chief of Intelligence 1939-1951. 


KARL MARX: APOSTLE OF COMMUNISM 
FEARED AND HATED RUSSIA 


KARL MARX: CORRESPONDENT 
FOR A NEW YORK PAPER. 


Karl Marx, venerated apostle of Communism, 
feared and hated Czarist Russia and had no desire or 
concept that Russia should ever become the seat of 
global Communism. It was Berlin, Paris or London 
rather than the Kremlin which he envisaged as the 
citadel of the revolutionary proletariat. Karl Marx 
served as European correspondent of The New York 
Daily Tribune and wrote significant dispatches, in the 
period of 1853-1856, from exile in London. These 
brilliant reports have become a rarity in Western li- 
braries. Naturally, they have been prudently omitted 
from all Soviet editions of Marx’s writings. The 
'Tribune” might do well to reprint them. They repre- 
sent a brilliant expose of Czarist expansionism, and a 
devastating forecast of Communist-Bolshevik evolution 
and maneuvers in terms of Mongoloid-Panslavism, 
then and today. A venturesome German publisher 
(Seewald Verlag) has released a reprint of Marx’s 
dispatches under the suggestive title: “The Russian 
Drive for Expansion and the Policy of the Western 
Powers.” The reports deal, of course, with an almost 
forgotten historical background, with the U.S. slowly 
moving toward civil war and Russia moving toward 
Constantinople and an outlet on the Mediterranean or 
the Persian Gulf. 


The publication of this series is a political 
event of considerable significance for it thor- 
oughly destroys the Kremlin legend of Karl 
Marx, as the champion of Russian claims to 
Communist universal leadership. 


RUSSIAN FOREIGN POLICY: A CONSTANT 
OF CZARS AND COMMISSARS. 


Karl Marx’s reports are a complete expose of 
Russia’s messianic complex, an almost pathologic ex- 
pansionist urge of all Russian rulers — from Ivan the 


1B The WEEKLY CRUSADER 


Terrible to the Romanoffs —a calculable “constant” 
inherent in Russian foreign policy. 


Said Marx: “What has changed? Nothing 
at all! Russia’s policy is unchangeable. Russia’s 
methods, tactics and maneuvers may change but 
the lodestar of Russian policy — world domina- 
tion — is a fixed star... .” 


It is all the same whether the “Czar” is called Alex- 
ander, Nicholas, Kerensky, Stalin or Khrushchev! The 
secular aim does not change, whether Russian annex- 
ation aids were embellished—as in Czarist days—with 
the slogan of “protection of Christianity, the Eastern 
Church or the Slav peoples,” or whether they are cur- 
rently camouflaged by the Soviet regime with social 
slogans of “the liberation of the world from the Cap- 
italist yoke.” Karl Marx defines Czarist-Bolshevik 
evolution in a terrifying “equation,” viz: 


Czarist Absolutism; Enslavement of the World. 
Communist Absolutism; Enslavement of the W orld. 


No art of interpretation, however skillful, can ob- 
literate the sensational disclosure that in Marx’s opinion 
the struggle between Russia and the West takes prece- 
dence over the dialectics between “Capital and Work- 
ers” and that, however critical his doctrinaire attitude, 
his personal sympathies are clearly with the West. It 
is precisely in assessing the “constants of Russian 
policy” that Karl Marx, long since endowed with an 
aura of infallibility by the Communist rulers, is in 
agreement with such outstanding political thinkers as 
the French Liberal Alexis de Tocqueville, the Royalist 
Marquis de Custine, the Spanish Conservative Donoso 
Cortes or the Ukrainian nationalist theoretician D. Don- 
zov. The picture of Karl Marx which the Kremlin 
has, with a certain degree of success, presented to the 
world is thus a fake. In his reports, Karl Marx gives 
the modern reader a political lesson which is in every 
respect remarkable and still applicable today. 
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KARL MARX FORECASTS 
RUSSIAN EXPANSIONISM. 


We have selected some of Marx’s brilliant thoughts 
on this subject, viz: 

“,.... Panslavism is a form of Russian im- 
perialism — it is not a movement that strives 
for national independence but a movement 
which, directed against Europe, would destroy 
all cultural values that history has created 
through thousands of years. This could not be 
achieved without eradicating Austria, Hungary, 
Turkey and a major part of Germany from the 
(political) map. 

“, . . There is only one way of dealing with 
an absolute power like Russia and that is by ab- 
solute fearlessness. 


“, .. A system of intimidation is less expen- 
sive than actual warfare. 


*, .. Russia hands the Western Chanceller- 
ies diplomatic notes — like throwing bones to a 
dog—jin order to give them some harmless 
pleasure whilst she herself uses this opportun- 
ity to gain more time (and space). 


“. .. Inasmuch as Russia counts on the cow- 
ardice and fear of the Western powers, she in- 
timidates Europe and pushes her demands as 
far as possible in order to pretend later that she 
is “generous” since she will content herself with 
more immediate though lesser aims.” 


Karl Marx recognized the enormous dynamic force 
of the huge Russian Empire with regard to the Turkish 
question and, with prophetic vision, over a hundred 
years ago warned against the dangers which could arise 
for Europe in this connection. (The dissolution of the 
Near East) 


MARX RECOGNIZES A RUSSIAN GAMBIT. 


However decisive the break of 1917 may have been 
in the social structure of Russia, the aims of conquest 
and annexation as key objectives of Russian foreign 
policy have remained the same, irrespective of the 
slogans Russia uses in order to camouflage her policy 
of eventual conquest. The fact that opinions on this 
subject, today more topical and applicable than ever, 
originate from Karl Marx, the prophet of Communism, 
makes them all the more interesting. Note the fol- 
lowing: 

“Czarist Russia fears the revolution which is 
bound to follow any general war on the Conti- 
nent more than the Sultan fears an aggression 
on the part of the Czar. If the other powers re- 
main firm, Russia will most certainly withdraw 
discreetly.” 


It is a mistake to assume that political propaganda 
and psychological warfare are an invention of our day. 
Karl Marx proves convincingly that the methods which 
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are practiced to perfection by the Communist regime 
today were by no means unknown to Czarist Russia. 


Just as Khrushchev conjures up the specter of 
Stalinism or Mao’s world-conquest in order to deceive 
the West, so the Czars in former days tried out the same 
methods. Marx has this to say: 


“With all due respect to the so-called “Old 
Russian Party,” I know from various well-in- 
formed Russians — themselves of the aristoc- 
racy with whom I frequently associated in Paris, 
that it has long since died out and is only occas- 
sionally resurrected to a sham existence when 
the Czar needs a bogy to force Western Europe 
into passive patience as regards Russia’s arro- 
gant claims (of the moment). Hence the resur- 
reaction of a Menshikov and his appearance in 
the fairy tale-like, ‘old Russian’ style.” 


CZARIST AND COMMUNIST DIALECTICS. 


The poor Czar is allegedly peace-loving, but Men- 
shikov is the real warmonger! Just as today Khrush- 
chev is allegedly the peacemaker, while the evil Molo- 
tov (a Stalinist symbol) appears on the scene from 
time to time as a warmonger in order to intimidate the 
West and force it to yield to peace-loving Khrushchev 
so that “Stalinists” will not return to power! 


Compare a Marx statement forecasting the analo- 
gous Russian policy of today! 


“, . . It must be stressed that Besika Bay is 
150 miles away from Constaninople. The Czar 
claims the right to occupy Turkish territory, but 
forbids England and France to navigate in neu- 
tral waters without his special permission. He 
extols his own generous patience with which he 
allowed the Sublime Porte a completely free 
choice as to the form in which it will renounce 
its sovereignty. 


“, .. The Czar regrets that the West does not 
recognize the harmless character of Russia’s re- 
ligious protectorate in foreign countries.” 


Karl Marx’s reports are an excellent survey of 
Russia’s policy during fifty years before the Crimean 
War and of the traditional political maxims of the 
Russian Empire which go back a long way in history. 
It is a historical and political expose which does credit 
to his sharp, analytical powers and to his gift of inter- 
pretation. As nowadays, much time and energy were 
then wasted in futile international conferences. . . . 


“. . . After a first triumph (the removal 


from office of the Serbian Minister Gara- 
schanin) Russia now insists that all anti-Rus- 
sian officers shall be excluded from service . . .” 


Is not Communist Russia doing the same thing 
nowadays intermittently demanding the dismissal of 
anti-Russian elements in Western Cabinets? 


APRIL 22, 1961 
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After a short survey of the methods and principles 
of Russian policy, the validity of which is applicable in 
our day, Karl Marx gives an outline of the old Russian 
game of vacillating promises, political pledges, black- 
mail and intimidation. He exhorts the Western powers 
to be on their guard and gives a very apt description 
of the potential weakness inherent in the division and 
lack of unity of Europe. 


CZARIST RUSSIAN POLICY OF 
INTIMIDATION AND BLACKMAIL. 


Marx affirms that the idea of the diplomatic super- 
iority of the Russians owes its effectiveness only to the 
division and timidity of the Western nations and that 
it is an error to believe in or accept Russia’s superior 
military strength. He writes: 


. The Czar relied to the end on the in- 
timidation of Turkey and the Powers that sup- 
ported it, namely France and England, as an 
adequate means of making them accept the 
demands. 


‘“*, .. Menshikov’s appearance and behavior 


in Constantinople were simply those of a tyrant. 
The proclamations by Nesselrode were the 
threats of a tyrant. (Exactly like Khrushchev’s 
recent behavior in the United Nations! ) 


. There is only one way of dealing with 
a power like Russia and that is by fearlessness. 


“, .. In this way, the Western powers have 


shown their fear of Russia with every step, a fear 
on which the Czar and his advisers have always 
relied. They have been intimidated and have 
done their best accordingly to create precisely 
the very evil of which they were so afraid. 


. The prestige of Russian diplomacy and 
the renown of Russia’s military strength can be 
maintained far more easily and securely in 
peace than in war. 


. A system of intimidation is far less ex- 
pensive than actual warfare. 


* Russian incursions into Europe will 


probably be limited to diplomacy and political 
intrigues, carried out on the one hand by un- 
scrupulous arrogance, and supported on the 
other hand by weakness and faintheartedness.” 


These facts recognized by Marx are reminiscent of 
Russian policy today and of the attitude of the West 
toward the U.S.S.R. 


With reference to the historical Russo-Turkish 
power struggle, Marx was unable to foresee what cen- 
tral position Constantinople would occupy in Russia’s 
foreign policy —but without exaggerating the an- 
dlogy, we should like to add that we have here a clear 
parallel in the position of Berlin in the present conflict 
between Russia and the West. 


(Continued in Next Issue) 
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THE FABIAN 
WELFARE STATE 


SWEDEN: ESCAPE FROM SOCIALISM. 


The spreading bureaucracy of the welfare state in 
Sweden has so curtailed the freedom of the people that 
the government has felt obliged to try to protect them 
by establishing an institution known as the Commis- 
sioner for Justice. 


When the individual is about to be strangled by 
the bureaucracy he can appeal to the Commissioner to 
cut the red tape and save him. 


This is a good example of a fine people 
struggling in the web of socialism. Any effort 
they make to extricate themselves is encourag- 
ing. 


GOVERNMENT AND THE MARKET ECONOMY. 


No government and no civil law can guarantee 
and bring about freedom otherwise than by supporting 
and defending the fundamental institutions of the 
market economy. Government is a guarantor of liberty 
and is compatible with liberty only if its range is ade- 
quately restricted to the preservation of economic free- 
dom. Where there is no market-economy the best in- 
tentioned provisions of constitutions and laws remain a 
dead letter. 


THE MENACE OF ECONOMIC PLANNING. 


The substitution of economic planning for the 
market-economy removes all freedom and leaves to the 
individual merely the right to obey. 


As soon as the economic freedom which the 
market-economy provides is removed all political liber- 
ties and bills of rights become sheer humbug. 


GERMANY: EXAMPLE OF A 
FREE MARKET ECONOMY. 


Germany suffered the worst destruction during the 
late war. The Russians carried away a great part of her 
movable wealth. The eastern third of the country was 
lopped off and handed to the Communists. The western 
part was occupied by three hostile powers and, lastly, 
flooded by about 12 million refugees from the east. 


Notwithstanding all these calamities, in a few short 
years Western Germany has become by far the most 
prosperous nation in Europe. Her national production 
has reached $44 billion as compared with a pre-war 
total of $11.4 billion for the whole country. 


Aid from America has amounted to $78 per 
capita compared with $131 to Great Britain and 
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$136 to France. Both of the latter countries 
flounder in inflation and internal strife while 
Germany, with less help and starting from a 
much lower point, is much more prosperous. 


There are three reasons for German prosperity — 
hard money, hard work and more freedom to produce 
and exchange without cartels and with fewer socialistic 
controls and regulations. 


If Germany can avoid drifting into the latter and 
continues to give the world a demonstration of what 
sound money, hard work and freedom from govern- 
ment control will do, surely other countries will see the 
error of socialism and begin to follow the path she has 
blazed to prosperity. 





HOW TO MEET THE SOVIET 
GLOBAL ECONOMIC OFFENSIVE 


THE RED CHALLENGE: GRASS ROOTS VERDICT 


Robert McKinney, editor and publisher of “The 
Santa Fe New Mexican” has published a provocative 
study “The Red Challenge to Technological Renewal.” 
This is an interesting and comparatively rare instance 
of a grass-roots paper attaining national significance. 
This is altogether wholesome and encouraging, to get 
away from the suffocating New York and Washington 
columnists and their daily brainwashing. The follow- 
ing are random excerpts from Mr. McKinney's able 
analysis that is also a spirited defense of the free econ- 
omy. 


THE PRAGMATIC MYSTIQUE 


“We must clear our minds of the preconception 
that the United States is inalienably endowed with 
technological and therefore economic supremacy. Com- 
munist imperialism also has its mystique: namely, that 
the Soviet Union will inevitably succeed to that su- 
premacy and gather to itself the world’s developing 
nations...” 


PRIORITY OF PRODUCER GOODS 
IN ECONOMIC WARFARE 


“Although the West leads in consumer goods 
output, this is no measure of relative East-West 
strength for economic warfare. Producer goods 
are the proper index. And in this index the 
element to watch is neither the absolute num- 
ber of machines now in place nor today’s pro- 
duction rates; it is the relative rise of the 
curves...” 


FLIGHT TO FOREIGN LABOR 


“Holding primacy in the world producer goods 
market — not only over the Soviets but over all rivals 
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— will be an important precondition to world political 
leadership in the coming decade. If American manu- 
facturers cannot sell abroad from their U.S. base, the 
more commercially enterprising will be driven to try 
to do so from foreign bases . . .” 


DEMAND — NOT PRODUCTION 
— DETERMINES GROWTH 


“Rates of economic growth have so long been con- | 
trolled by insufficiency of producer goods that it is dif- 
ficult to comprehend that the true determinant of | 
growth in advanced countries is the amount of product 
which can be sold. The main obstacle to technological 7 
renewal in America is the deficient demand for goods © 
in relation to our ability — both actual and potential 7 
— to manufacture them...” 


“Under the conditions of the next eight years, a 
government which sets its sights low on a balanced 
budget may actually control inflation and deflation less 
than a government which sets its sights on obtaining — 
a high rate of national growth by balancing demand | 
with constantly rising productive capacity .. .” 


RAPID OBSOLESCENCE: FAST DEPRECIATION 


“Equipment life estimates now generally authorized © 
in the United States are out of line with those permis- — 
sible in other industrially advanced nations. This con- — 
dition — one of the reasons American industry is now | 
often attempting to compete in world markets with | 
obsolete machinery — should be corrected to permit | 
faster write-offs. Significant reduction in the age of 
the U.S. industrial equipment ‘population’ would fol- 
low...” : 


COMPETITION IN THREE DIMENSIONS 


“Monopoly can now no longer be measured exclu- 
sively in terms of a firm’s share of the U.S. market for — 
specific products; it must also take into account how far ~ 
the firm is sheltered from two other sources of com- | 
petition: foreign manufacturers and alternative prod- | 
ucts. Few companies can relax in the certainty that / 
their product lines, markets and profits are stable, or 
that they know who their competitors will be tomor- — 


” 


row... 
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“BIRCH SOCIETY” (Continued from Page 2) 


Article 2, Section 4 of the U.S. Constitution states: 

“The President, Vice-President, and all civil officers 
of the United States shall be removed from the office on 
impeachment for, and the conviction of, treason, brib- 
ery, or other high crimes and misdemeanors.” 


Article 3, Section 1 states: 


“... The Judges, both of the Supreme and inferior 
courts, shall hold their offices during good behavior. . .” 


According to a great many authorities on Consti- 
tutional law there are ample grounds for the impeach- 
ment of Chief Justice Earl Warren. The John Birch 
Society has every right to bring these facts to the at- 
tention of the public. The astonishing flood of letters 
to Senators in response to information made public by 
the Birch Society is ample proof that they are not a 
“lunatic fringe” but reflect the opinion of a vast seg- 
ment of informed Americans. 


A SOCIETY MEMBER SPEAKS 


Mr. Milton Young, Senator from North Dakota, 
has been one of the strongest critics of the John Birch 
Society. Senator Young entered into the Congressional 
Record a number of letters and editorials calculated to 


disparage the attitudes and purposes of the Society. | 


One letter however, written by Wichita businessman 
Robert D. Love to Mrs. George Angle, of Wichita, was 
described by Senator Young as giving “more detailed 
information in support of the society than any.” The 
letter, which refutes much of the Senator’s criticism, 
said in part: 


“Those who have been most critical of the 
John Birch Society are those who are completely 
uninformed. .. . Someday there will be a good 
many people in this country tried for treason, if 
we still have courts by that time. The Supreme 
Court has riddled our internal security laws to 
the point that you cannot convict a man of being 
a Communist. It is impossible. Therefore, we 
are allowing the Communists to operate against 
our ideologies without fear of successful prose- 
cution. 


“The Communist is using our Constitution, 
our freedoms, our very democracy to subvert 
us. He has no intention of ever allowing free- 
dom of religion, freedom of speech, and our 
great American heritages to exist after he takes 
over. ... 


“There are many people in high Government 
offices who should be tried for treason. Maybe 
they are unwitting dupes. Maybe they are part 
of the conspiracy. The question is a moot one, 
however, because the results speak for them- 
selves. We have lost practically every battle with 
the Communists since 1945. More and more 
people are going behind the Iron Curtain. We 
are in the process of losing Africa and South 
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America, and it appears to many of us who have 
endeavored to astutely observe and study the en- 
croachment of Communism, that we will lose 
more ground there shortly. The experts are 
predicting the Dominican Republic will go Com- 
munist within 6 months, when it has been one 
of our strongest allies for a good many years. 
Why has our State Department and our Presi- 
dent, as well as our other elected officials, failed 
to inform the American people? 


“Mrs. Angel, if you and your friends will 
become really informed you will come to some 
very startling conclusions on what has been 
happening in our country during the last 15 
years. But, without this background informa- 
tion, it is not possible for anyone to understand 
Mr. Welch’s conclusions. . .” 


FAR MORE PRESSING PROBLEMS 


Mr. Love's letter makes good sense. Bringing the 
extent of subversive activities right up to date is pointed 
up in the case of convicted Communists Frank Wilkin- 
son and Carl Braden, who were sentenced to one year 
in prison for contempt of Congress. Frank Wilkinson 
admitted in an interview with newsmen that his job 
as head of the Committee to Abolish the HCUA, was 
to precede the Committee in cities where hearings 
would be held “to assist the subpoenaed persons and 
others in the community who are not familiar with the 
unconstitutional behavior that this committee carries 
on, to assist the community and to assist those sub- 
poenaed in their own self defense.” 


The fact that the HCUA has been a duly authorized 
function of the House for over 30 years and that in a 
vote of 412 to 6 their appropriation was granted in full 
for another year, makes no difference to Mr. Wilkinson. 
To him, the committee’s function is still “unconstitu- 
tional behavior.” In assisting the community where the 
hearings are held, Mr. Wilkinson has proved himself 
capable indeed. He is known to be one of the leading 
agitators responsible for the student riots in San Fran- 
cisco last May. This kind of assistance has been de- 
plored by all responsible city officials in San Francisco 
since the tragic demonstrations. 


In the Communist Worker, March 26, 1961, there 
appeared this notice: 


‘A mass meeting to honor Frank Wilkinson 
and Carl Braden will be held April 21 at 8 P.M., 
according to Dr. Otto Nathan, co-chairman of 
the New York Council to Abolish the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities. . . . Wil- 
kinson and Braden will be among the speakers.” 


Another article in the same issue of the Worker 
says: 
“Dr. Willard Uphaus, Frank Wilkinson and 
Carl Braden will address Mid-West rallies in 
defense of the First Amendment.” The article 


then lists 5 places and the time that the meet- 
ings will be held, including: Northwestern Uni- 
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versity campus, University of Chicago campus, 
Milwaukee YMCA, and the University of Wis- 
consin in the Wesley Foundation. The article 
concludes with this ominous note: “Other meet- 
ings will be held in Midwest cities during April.” 


These two identified Communists have made the 
most of their free time before their jail sentence be- 
gins. Chief targets of their subversion have been our 
colleges and universities, as seen by their itinerary out- 
lined above. On March 22, Frank Wilkinson spoke at 
the University of California and on April 7, both Wil- 
kinson and Braden were guest speakers at the Asbury 
Methodist Church in Washington, D.C. This is the 
same church where Communists and Communist front 
groups held a meeting a year ago and shared the plat- 
form with Methodist Bishops G. Bromley Oxnam and 
Edgar C. Love. 


Even though Wilkinson and Braden have been 
positively identified as Communists; even though their 
activities are known to be anti-American; even though 
J. Edgar Hoover states that Communism is the greatest 
danger ever faced by Americans, the machinations of 
these arch-conspirators continues unchecked — seem- 
ingly ignored by a governmental body bent on follow- 
ing the lead of the Communist People’s World in dis- 
crediting and smearing concerned patriots. 


THE “LEFT” SOUNDS OFF 


Senator Stephen Young of Ohio has leveled some 
of the severest attacks against the John Birch Society. 
In the Congressional Record, April 3, 1961, he calls 
the group “fascist” and its founder, Robert Welch, 
“little Hitler,” “fuehrer,’ and “Mussolini.” He further 
states ““. . . I charge that the leaders of the John Birch 
Society are dangerously fascist-minded or viciously dem- 
ogogic or stupid, in presenting their program as one 
designed to save America.” 


This is not surprising from Senator Young who 
sneeringly referred to the American Legion as “super 
patriots.” A look at the voting record of the Senator 
from Ohio as indicated in the Americans For Constitu- 
tional Action Index, a grading of the liberal or con- 
servative voting record of members of Congress, indi- 
cates that he is only 13% conservative in his voting. 
Conversely, his Americans For Democratic Action rec- 
ord shows 100% in the 1960 listings. A.D.A. is an 
ultra left-wing group seeking to influence legislation. 


Senator Young described the “know-nothing” party 
of 105 years ago and attempted to compare the Birch 
Society to it. His attempt had quite another result how- 
ever. It showed in no uncertain terms just how little 
he actually knows about, and understands the workings 
of, the Communist conspiracy. He said, “I am less 
concerned about the existence of possibly 500 or 1,000 
Communists in my own State of Ohio — and certainly 
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no more than 30,000 in the United States — than I am 
about the ugly boil of fascism which leaders of the 
John Birch Society represent.” 


COMMUNIST TACTICS AT WORK 


Louis Budenz, former editor of the Communist 
W orker, described the workings of the Communist party 
in relation to “academic freedom” when the question 
of subversion in schools is raised. The parallel between 
this issue and the John Birch smear are identical be- 
cause they both were instigated and carried out by 
Communists. Senator Young would do well to read the 
following from Budenz’ book Techniques of Commu- 
nism: 


“The Communist newspaper man, or the 
newspaperman under Communist influence, 
will proceed to dig out every bit of ‘evidence’ 
that he can to support the fifth column’s con- 
tentions. He will put the Communist issue in the 
background and play up the ‘grave danger” to 
academic freedom. Interviews will be arranged 
with those presidents of colleges who have been 
known to protect Communists on their faculties, 
in order thai they will repeat the Communist 
chant ‘academic freedom is in peril.’ Alleged 
surveys will be made of educational institutions 
aimed at showing that ‘fear’ has been created 
among faculty members in general. It matters 
little to the Communist newspaper man that this 
is a false and distorted presentation — and that 
real intimidation has been practiced by the con- 
cealed Reds for years through smears, whisper- 
ing, and charges of ‘fascism’ and now ‘McCarthy- 
ism.’ Through this one person, placed in a stra- 
tegic position on a newspaper, the Communist 
line can be insinuated into the thinking of thou- 
sands of non-Communists. 


“So also, with the concealed Communists or 
their allies, who have means of working upon 
the petty political bias or personal weaknesses 
of men in high public office. When the Red 
official organs give the word, and the Party 
functionaries order it to be carried out, these 
concealed followers of the Kremlin can readily 
persuade such a public figure to assail “Me- 
Carthyism’ and to attack the ex-Communists who 
testify for the government. It has been done 
and it is still being done, and thereby the whole 
fabric of American thinking is endangered.” 


Louis Budenz gave a beautiful description of the 
method used by the People’s World in fostering the 
attack on the Birch Society, and the various dupes used 
to carry it through to public consciousness. Perhaps 
Senator Young would be of more value to his state of 
Ohio if he heeded Rep. Hiestand’s admonition to “not 
sound off before (you) have all the facts.” 
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